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Dear Bud* 



x Intended writing you shortly after left Friday, when 1 read your 
by tneii air sa..y filed answer to the Gove rnnu-nt ’ s motion to dismiss in 2oQI-7Q 
tuo spectre a suits.it ues not been possible, and with wuat lies ahead today 1*11 
not be -3 tie to reread it now. *±o^'ever # tuat is s very good documents, aside from 
a flagrant gaffe at the very beginning* one tuat is unnecessary and illustrsfees 
ratuer well on tue comcliants in *ny letter of a £ r eek ago and one t,;e uazafs 
inherent in tiie lock of communication end tne preclusion of conferences* 

As you told me* there is little new in tiro response* and I am, nfituraHly* 
tickled that consult iog the cited authorities* os I suspected on no mors tbai a 
first, hasty persual of their motion more then confirms my bunch that the aact 
authorities ar^ for ua retuer tuen againat* 

First for toe gaffe. "-..a fragment or fragments were Recovered* from 
a piece of curbing in Dee ley Plaza* but it is plaintiff’s belief that this 

was &b late as ^uly* 1364." Ko fragment or fTagnents ^era recovered from tuat 
curbstone- And tide is tne one pert of your response tnat is not do well* really 
extremely well. It 13 dene inadequately, probably because of tne spseb with toich 
you to work. [This woulh not nave been the case if we’d conferred* wi tn or 
without your having had the memo I sent you* a more cartful reading of which 
should nave given you an understanding of tae point I think essential in tnisK 
aspect* ) 

Aside from giving you as cor plot a an analysis of tie mtire government 
response os I could with the very difficult dealine you had to impose, not having 
kemt out appointment on the 3th, for reasons I new understand* coving be^n toM 
by : sul V of your luncheon arrangements bust day, 1 was focusing oh and believed 
and believe we must concentrate on tne integrity of the government T s *ord, You 
appeared, iri tea few momaits we spent together on tne 9th, to nave uad no recall 
of our previous and rather length discussion of this* 

Which bring up another paint, -naen as a iboy 1 wa.- able to attend big- 
league ball games* 1 recall hawkers selling scorecards with a pitch to t.n© efC ect 
one" couldn’t follow tuo gsrae without the card* we naod soma cuch card, f:r the 
constant end unannounced switching of signals is bewildering* costly and counter- 
productive. %en you fir.t acid you’d handle the s-sotro suit* you asked mo in 
prepare s craft* 1 did* with t~c approach that w$ f d load it with information 
that would inform* if not intimdate, averment counsel, the court and t-e 
press- in pre coring Inis* without consultation witn me, you decided upon wn&i you 
called a ^bare-boneo” approach. ^ou will recoil that rkni I saw It* even th^fcgh 
the aonroacu 77 as? contrary t* mine, I agrsod, suggesting only fcna correction *>f 
one or two. I tniik now minor errors, ^ou then said me tell tnen nt thing until we 
get in court* 1 tnen showed you now* w tn this approach, we would nave an s dddd 
case of oerjury* watch should be helpful this this ond I emphasize ell other 
such cases* I agreed, when you estimated that this esse would t ~ the ^upr&ne 
^ourt and v-o’d take it there, t f llow your a— roach. L ?ith tiiio the c^se, I 
came to agree tant the a or- roach you us d is tn- better one* Suudeniy - no w found 
£ou n^ve abandoned this snd thrown er^ay tne certainty of either a ease of^ perjury 
or as an alternative a victory for ua- Which leads bock to tar point afcou<* ti& 
integrity of the government ^ord. 

As i told you on tuenesty reading of their motion* was X taou, alaest 
i cmedietely wrote you, end as I smpllefied, including in what 1 gave ** im* but, 
having never been told of time reoui remen ts* too late, apparently, there is 
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hv t tu« S v« bUl: — !° Ut9 * y cotalE? - to meat! too minimum r': 0 uirera?nt imposed 
i y ci1:ed t^ U AG°s -mJ ei r n t e - b r~ ta8 ° n * lTBly ^supported government word. 

^ Di £ eny furtner. ^us 1 suggesrtsd tu a t cur rws^as^ sit-ma GreMfv ~ n : m « ^ 
so reaa, t^t to begin with, before plaintiff made any other response tan 
court must require tale rroof of toe defendant, if 33 s ?f 1 ' *?* 

L a t u r 4°if !ouTuio aelp a % botii an:i oertaiiiiy cieri ^ ^ 

incurs it you would correct me. 

jLxperieaee could not ba more persuasive tnet everythin/T *e can 

require tne government to commit to paper helps us end nurta tneuu I can think 

° sills5 f exception to this. And we hove no urgent need to acc-mui **fc tue 

“ is " « «*»« •»*» «««*« t~ PR>of ,t 

' J - 60 JV: - X tIie fcr a ? vs -y t.-n- a period of time. ‘Were tuere 

f y * Uf 0WE Qind » cttier tain ® e ~ ttot “»*« teton precedence), 

let me illustrate this with some specific examrlee. soeaenv-ej. 

nth __ 1ot J ^ Sft t r V& s ° 4 -^-eiadie net’s crazy first letter, that you write 

in tnat JUit, irom Lyer.y end Jitcaell, I sake that you write Mitchell for 

1 tM n v°«r,!» 0a ‘' enCe * B6ed 1 el8 ' oorete on tos significance of t-et response? 
»«iti it . Unoae ® Saary • > ° ,60 into tne greet future value o> tue long string of 
.ora, especially from Aaraiey, ail faiae ana each uisproving ail tue outers. 

1.,.,, t3 ° , P* strategy and in tactica, in tna absnece of some compelling 

lagul reason, 1 taint it was on error not tc restrict this initial refip-Wt, 

oS! !?Sf f qUiIe t f fe gcTer “ t *0 P^® toi. proof of relevance of tue 

made alld " Ui 14 pT0Tifie u* with a clear case of perjury. 

# ©f'-i«ed 1 at out tul b $mn *uat no® seems so long ago I first snowed it to 

b7 ;J ^fTY™ tha Jevona affidavit in the ft?t fchoS See? S mLe 
j > .on tni was doao, ana tne -‘-cover testimony you nere cited. That would be 

“S :TiT, S 0Pin - 1On ' 8a iECredibly » 4 ">»* thing to present in 25V t ta 

L ' ra '-“ hereby, at - - a ve gotten a valid opinion from Paul on it. 

,_ h -*„b m ^is euoulu be enough t explain my -e’dildermont at the shifting on 
' *' « client is not consulted sn-1 t - main comprehensible whet I’vu often 

f , 1 * u.ia u oo .iuch Ox the too little time i nsve is ns c-dies sly wasted. I do 
f jn^rJ 1 n/^ ta ’ 3r ° r a ° t 14 is tu -' CU3tom in & la -fryer-c-lient relationship, tost 

-uSw*f™ °f £Uit be , IOre eEy papers are flied - case cf the non-existent 
.urbatene fr^enta ought ce sufficient illustration cf the simplest expression 
nf ta,? belief tnst this lc minimcl need. 

< ., “ do not ners intend criticism of your lack of knolwedge of what t> me 

1 “ ene . nl w iaor& owc-i* »n«3 unocuivocol facts of the assassination. are- ell 
?” ®ucu t^iaga, including me, fthich is one of tuc reasons ± nave bee® so 
patient with tue long-delayed revisions of my drafts of those milts that arc to 

r^Jr^ 0 l OU aaV<1 U ’ jr,i T ' e ssy ’ slacerL ’iy and re-psstsdly, Jim hsa done 

1 Job< ^ et * wa * n ae U ' ,s a 5 sin -OBS so very well in the Ferrle revision, 

*11 errcr tuat s? " U1 6° ov,?r Tfc *“ ass c-mploted it. I’ve iniicated 

anQ0 tLir** 

, QTerj case, tuo integrity an,; tie pend? bill ty of tfee- ^oTerfcment ro rd 

■ ;^ + C f an ill P pr1s ®at factor. I tain* Uec 7/e ri ;i jnlea tLi •• es effectively and 
poXl.ely as %es passible, It: tnair not eve a kno^in^ tue date of tue easesainsfc ion. 

h elements! facts about tue bssia ~'f tne invest igaticn enu tnair a^iring 

about those things so gravoualy misinformed tnu court, in a motion in waicn « also 
?o nt out sn-J tnan ask for the most basic and missing prsrequsitia cf too low, in 
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tills case snu ever y ofta tv f lic -ur position anl that o~ ether possible 
Fredoom of Information litigants would be much, much better, I also have the 
faith I find lacking in lawyers, that it is essential to build a solid record, 
especially because out objectives ere n^t limited this a ingle action* Aside 
from tnis (end I recognize others, including you , mey on'’ have the ri^ht to 
disagree), 1 believe that more then over today we must reestablish the credibility 
the original ciritics did achieve, only to navo it destroyed for them by 
the no rt in excuse able behavior on the parte of late- comers wjjoss motives ere 
no it hex* in quest ion or relevant* le nave to earn a credibility, e gainst greet 
odds, for tne meftia begins as a partisan of toe other aide, 

I return to the point about conferences because 1 tnink it vary 
Important* I can tning of no single case -Here any single question cam© up 
in any matter dealing in any wey with any litigation where there was any kind 
of serious problem or tny di ssgr^ejaenfc , no rrmtt^r how minor, between us, in 
every case we not only agreed on whatever wo then did, but we were both in 
accord ^itft it* In no ease did either of ue agree unwillingly, I tuink thi« 3 cf 
is a a exceptional end ©n excellent record. The fact that when we do sit down and 
discuss Feast ions, fr^m tna record, we always agree end tast, from this earns 
record, in escu c^se we reached the determination that was correct, seams like 
a powerful orgument for always h^vinc: such ax conference, As you know, whan yau 
cannot come here, I always go to see you end ^ have not once failed to keep an 
appointment, Having on only a sing.LS an; Very unhappy occasion even beau sligtly 
1st© for any. The problem uere is those things you have undertaken subsequent^ 
tc pre-ax I sting commitments* I will not belabor this point, but 1 again encourage 
you to consider tne nossibllity tnat, ©side from to© possibility of harm to i 
theae pre-existing cammitraui ts t^ure is not We same inherent jeopardy to you* 

1 believe this t-^ be t&e case* That you have avoided my very obvious efforts to 
go into this with you is your affair, I am deeply concerned about the potential* 

If you find time to tnink about tnis, I ask you to consider also the previous 
occasions on which * nave expressed sucu apprehensions and wiiotner or not, on 
tnose occasions, I was right* 

^one of uj’ can Cover ©verytning that can be argued to be worth 

attention. Tne first decision of tnie kind 1 ^sa to make related to Ruby, 1 

felt t nere was, immediate It, l^est likelihood of accrfeplishing constructive 
results by major effort In tnst area* The record, ladder* tly, proves my judge- 
ment correct* Mora recently, I have felt tne same way about Bobby, even taoug^, 
to tii? best of my knowledge , 1 was tne only one of U3 to both feel he would Tx 
assassinated ®n to hsv© committed this to writing - and to ^ve spoken this belief 
on ervtinilaas public occasions, to end including tne nignt before It happened* 

My original estimates have some confirmation, su.a ss I find in laiser, h^viir; read 
tne condensation* Cui t a the contrary of tne persisting fictions ii>out 1 ©, as soon 
as I saw tula condensation, I made two efforts to get in touco, wit a dm so tnst 
x can give aim tno considerable data 1 uqvx is relevant to his writing adid 

tne gaps in it* If you'd ever read CJObP, you r u know some of Uis * - neve mere* 

■^ou are now off on a ~obby kick, I think tula is to the detriment of other cmi 1 - 

mltmonts you usve already uade end wuen the timing is cuite wrong* but * cannot 
tall you wus 1 tc do or not to do* I T 11 be ouite harpy is you succeed, but not 
it you succeed in getting started in a futility* Thera is a tide in the affdiL re 
of men, anu I tuiak it has not yet .risen In -this cna. I neve information that 
may be relevant an that l T ve not written, but X T m not encouraging any of us 
by apssing it around* If tuere seems some likelihood of accomplishing something, 

I will, of course* I nave mace no effort to corroborate it, but it is, on ti*e 
face of It, not unreasonable anu =yy b* tn* missing cluo* 
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Despite tue fictions 0 bo u t rue t—& & you sitJ, Olivers finding 
salving we disagree:, X uev© seen to it iu tuis case a a in ethers tnu t 

I em not Il& sole possessor of tno information* so it Trill always be sublet 
tc retrieval if nee ed at a correct time. 

inner ant in all of tuis is estimates of xy judgement, ^rs n'i+at la 
involir d .is not «o ucn my judgement per se* as s general tulng, but on e 
more limited level, tne inx^edlcte questions. Iq t ua'fc already cite ., X add yotr 
own cuenged appraisal of the apeetros suit, ss conveyed to me on Friday by Jfo* 
e now says we 11 win tills in tne first court. I did to begin vith f m «m after 
you sain we uaa no euance. I tiieu said bust to mien I cannot today add: v?e 
connot lose, except tc corruption or our oi*?n error, (The only question in mpmind 
is to do win lsse tnsn xw can.) Nothing uss eeongeh since our initiel discussion 
except one tiling: you've gone into it a little -tore* So, vh&t cm really saying 
in asking estimate of my judgement is tns t A nave factual knowledge others, 
including you, do net have, There is no substitute for it, Otner factors, one 
being luck, another po’*er, are relevant, but nothing substitutes for fact, 

£e can make our best judgements based on it. My record, weieu is far from 
perfect but I toink rather good, stoma from tufa knowledge of tu& fact. Tost, 
in turn, copies from tne rime I usve spent acquiring it, time nobody else has taken* 

T hia, in turn, is one of tne more titter aspects of the needless castas 
oi my time, for ail t^t i -vasts is time X cannot spenu constructively. In either 
ccr- rat ting to paper what X uav^ or in sacking more* In seen esse. It is fact \ hot 
without tue most minor deviation I communicate to others* so tney, in turn, can 
sppiy tuair intelligences to it tmC so that tnry can us© it* As I age at an 
accelerated rate and weary with it, wastes of tine become more oppressive to me 
and more of an abuse® 

There ere t*_ose wco infrequently to ny fece end not infrequently &■ her- 
ise accuse me of being dominated by ago, fids is a hazard - a greet hazard - to all 
Cf us and in whet we seek. To deny ego Is insane. In my o u: n case, A feve a long 
end continuing record I think proves the charge against me largely fslse, however* 
x think this is a hinn^n factor all of us snculd always consider, more tuan ot© r 
when tuorc are die puts a aioong us. A: tnls applies to :?:e, so also --oea it apply to 
you, en s per e on and t you Hot improper ambitions for your committee, Each time 
X acquire material i t^ink of value, u confront tnis, iia ce in snaring o wry things 
without exception, with otuars v?ho may vary from item, to item, I think X neve an 
adequate answer, in turn* * foel A u^ve 03u.se to wonder v/uy others make tne a 
cuarge and seam to believe it® 

Not unrelated is your unwillingness fe believe whet x h eve told you 
of Flstoinoads* hio record end Liy apprehensions , It is, of course; easier for you 
to believe who t y f i nd c ongeni s 1 by re fu a i ng t o look >t t ho r ecord * I fed s 
eerbor of& my recant letter to Flsnmoude on tu^ envelope of materials 1 Ibid 
i?eide to giva Xim, as he can tel 1 you* It wee only thBn± t up t Fleerned thst 
- Ismmon&e sget you a copy, ^ im was due here T ue s d ay, wnlch I way 4 1 tlcn’t ms 11 that 
end the other tning . As Elammondo never responddd to the original charges, I 
assure you onlyjabeuyuse he could not, he remains silent. Whatever he tells you, 
not matter how friendly he is snd ho^ reasonable wfetever Jsss pep he gives you Is* 
tub simple fact is boat ne iss not in any way repacked to rae, not by mail, not by 
phone, not through a mutual friend, is witnout oocnlnint ^bout tua serlousne sa 
of wuet 1 any end nas n : ver mad© eve'll a simple, pro forms denial, without ev^n 
ignoring tnc record X cited so long ago* Nobody c-’lls me e crook end finds ne 
silent, and 1 tuink tus same Hould be true of you* 
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Bo cease you have seen to it that we hr»ve no tine to discuss the 
problems we share and nave not, where it is possible to consult records, 
familiarized tour self with these records, I feel ^ must take time for letters 
will eh are at boat inadecuate an 3 cannot begin to be es conxprebensi ve * They 
ei3o take time that might be better spoilt in otner endeavor* They uavo but 
one merit Mien there is disagreement, they make a record. The great disadvantage 
of e record is t^st it sometime has to be need. It would bo better if, ss was 
tbs case with the Hey suit, we cuuld work these things oat in the usual way* If 
we do not or cannot, it will be neither from y unwi Ili&nosa nor my failure to 
do anything you asked of me, from going to iVssuington to doing considerable time- 
consuming work in wnieii, apparently, you lost inters©!; almost as soon as you maaa too 
reouest* ^ou may be unaware of things, but they are fact* One example in 

tne work you a eke a me to do on tue two sets of records in tne Ray matter. Ton asked 

me to analyze tnem, said you 1 a come up to go over what I did, azh tnat day nes 

never come* x anre not gone over my work to see whether or not it ban i capped 
you or hay 1 a defense not to use it, but tost work is dhted in April* This coire s 
to mind only because I we ^ able to get more file-cabinet space and w&s able tc 
file this* It has been on a shelf from then until a week ago* 

Before ending this already too-long letter, I return to the question of 

ego and oak that you ask yourself If either of the two stories, in the lynches ter 

u nioj -Leader or the National Bncuirer, is accurate, honest and much more than an 
indulgence of ego. Or if yau ever asked yourself hoT others witu whom you should be 
working cooperatively would or should take tuem? If you complain that others do 
not cooperate witn your committee, ask how this kind of puffery is calculated 
to encourage cooperation* 

There will, at some point, f presume, be some kind of response to the 
papers you filed f ri doy* I nope I do not again find out about than only by 
accident and that we nave adequate time for t^e preparation of vnatever w© must 
tnen do* 

Sincerely, 



iis rold Wo lets rg 



